FRANK MERCEDE s SONS 


INCORPORATED 


CONTRACTORS and BUILDERS 


ESTABLISHED 1927 


72 LITTLE HILLS DRIVE ® STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 
(203) 322-1609 (203) 322 -1600 


CONNECTICUT ARCHITECT 


Connecticut Architect is published bi- Volume 10, Number 1 January-February 1974 
monthly by Communiconn Publications, Inc. 
for The Connecticut Society of Architects, a 


chapter of The American Institute of Archi- 5 Letters 
tects, and is the official publication of the 
Society. P 6 TheSpoiler’s Hand, by Dan W. Lufkin 
former Commissioner, State of Connecticut, Department 

Officers of Environmental Protection 
President 10 Energy and the Architect: Two Views 

David N. La Bau, AIA by H. Evan Snyder and Robert H. Mutrux, AIA 
Vice President 

Robert L. Wilson, AIA 12 CSA/AIA 1973 Honor Awards 
Secretary Residence, Darien, Connecticut 

Donald J. Baerman, AIA Architects: Huygens and Tappé 
Treasurer Residence, Woodbridge, Connecticut 

Richard E. Schoenhardt, AIA Architect: Charles H. Brewer, Jr. 
Executive Director Housing for the Elderly, Torrington, Connecticut 


Peter H. Borgemielstar Architects: Ulrich Franzen and Associates 


Editorial Board American National Red Cross Building, Farmington, Connecticut 


; Architects: Hirsch-Kaestle-Boos, Inc. 
Co-Chairmen 


Walter F. Greene, Jr., AIA New Hope Towers, Stamford, Connecticut 

Robert H. Mutrux, AIA Associated Architects: Robert L. Wilson and James Evans 
David Basch, AIA Blessed Sacrement Church, East Hartford, Connecticut 
Landis Gores, FAIA Architects: Russell Gibson von Dohlen 

Ralph T. Rowland, AIA 

Raymond J. Wisniewski, AIA Shepherd Glen School, Hamden, Connecticut 


Architects: Carlin, Pozzi and Associates 


Connecticut Architect 22 CSACommission on Education Program 
Editor-Publisher 

H. Evan Snyder 23 News: 
Assistant Editor 23 People 

Natalie Korsheniuk 74. Competitions 


Art Director 
Monica A. Wolff 25 Announcements 


Business Manager 28 Books 
Robert A. Veideman 


Advertising Director 
Donald F. Bradley 


Printed by The Bond Press, Inc. 
Hartford, Connecticut 


Controlled circulation postage paid 


k Circulation of Connecticut Architect includes all resident Connecticut ar- 
at Hartford, Connecticut 


chitects; libraries; landscape architects; and selected consulting engineers, 


All rights reserved. No part of this publica- contractors, builders, and church, hospital, school, federal, state, and local 

tion may be reproduced without permission officials; and others concerned with architecture in Connecticut. Appearance 
in writing from the publisher, except brief of products, services, names, and pictures in advertising or editorial content 
quotations in a review. does not constitute endorsement by The Connecticut Society of Architects. 

For all subscription information write Circu- $1.50 per copy Subscription: $7.50 per year 


lation Dept., Connecticut Architect, Bushnell 
Plaza, One Gold Street, Hartford, Connecti- 
cut 06103 (203-249-7634). When filing a 
change of address, give former as well as 
new address, zip codes, and include recent 
address label if possible. 


patil. 


We're at the bottom ofa lot of “topping offs? 


There’s good reason the best laid plans of architects, 
builders and homeowners get off to faster starts when 
Connecticut Savings Bank gets into the picture. 


We know how costly delays can be in construction 
financing. So we’ve geared our operation to expedite your 
requests. 

We're ready to assist you with whatever type of con- 
struction loan you need, whether you're specializing in 
income-producing properties, or in one-family homes. 
We'll also help you select the most advantageous terms 
to meet your proposed completion dates. So you won’t 
run out of money while you’re still knee-deep in the job. 

Got a building you'd like us to finance? Just call 
Mr. Robert L. Theve at 772-1900. 


Connecticut 
Savings 
Bank 


The bank where your best interest is served 


y 
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Letters 


from the president 


I welcome this opportunity to address you in 
this first issue of the new Connecticut 
Architect. In January of this year, publi- 
cation of the Society’s bi-monthly magazine 
was placed in the capable hands of Commu- 
niconn Publications, Inc. of Hartford. Mr. 
Evan Snyder, president of the firm, has as- 
sumed the role of editor and publisher, and 
he and his staff are planning dramatic 
changes, both in the magazine’s format and 
in its editorial content. | believe that, after 
reading through this issue, you'll agree that 
we now have an excellent vehicle for telling 
the story of architecture and architects to 
the people of Connecticut. 


I’m sure that Mr. Snyder would welcome 
your comments, both positive and negative, 
as he begins his first year with the publica- 
tion. Also, | hope many of you will have an 
opportunity to meet him as he works more 
closely with our Chapter’s public relations 
efforts. 


Our profession, as well as our magazine, is 
going through a metamorphosis. High in- 
terest rates, energy shortages, and a general 
slow down of construction within the state 
are all taking their toll, not only on the de- 
sign professions but on the entire fragmented 
building industry. 


It is my hope and plan that we can rise to 
the challenge of these times, using the prob- 
lem solving talents we possess to change 
some of the inequities in our present, not 
so perfect, system and come out of this 
period as better architects and better business- 
men. We have for too long operated below 
our potential and have not prepared prop- 

rly for the future. 


he National A.l.A. has done a respectable 
ob of looking at our future for us and pro- 
iding assistance when requested. Their 
evelopment of Masterspec, office financial 
ystems, educational programs and public 
elations assistance, which are available to 
ach of us, cannot help but make what we 
o just a bit easier and better. 


e are all searching for new areas in which 
o work, for better ways of using our abili- 
ies, and for quicker ways of delivering build- 
ngs and controlling cost. Many of us are 

orking comfortably with the construction 
ide of the industry for the first time and 
inding, along with some predictable prob- 

ms, other areas of mutual respect. 


e are in a period of great change, but we 
o possess the qualities of leadership which 
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are essential for meeting the challenges now 
before us. We can effectively and creatively 
plan and develop our future — we must. 


David N. LaBau 
President, CSA/AIA 


from the publisher 


Having followed Connecticut Architect asa 
reader for some time now, | find it rather 
strange not to see a column headed “The Pub- 
lisher’s Uneasy Chair” in the front of the maga- 
zine with the sage and witty remarks of Bill 
Allerton. Furthermore, it seems presumptuous 
to attempt to follow in his spacious footsteps. 
Thus the new Connecticut Architect will not 
regularly feature a column from the publisher, 
unless we feel that there is something that needs 
to be said and there’s no place else to say it. 


We dowant to take this opportunity, however, 
to thank the directors of the Connecticut So- 
ciety of Architects for entrusting the manage- 
ment of this publication to us, and to say a few 
words about the role of the magazine in the 
total program of the CSA. 


Perhaps the first thing that is noticeably “new” 
about Connecticut Architect is that it is now a 
four-color, instead of aone-color, magazine. 
The decision to go this route was not easily 
taken, because of the obvious factors of cost 
and the technical problems of accurate color 
separation and reproduction, etc. We felt such 
a step was necessary, however, if the magazine 
were to fulfill adequately its role as ashowcase 
for the architectural profession in this State. 
The added dimension which color brings can 
clearly be appreciated in the display of the 
winners of the CSA/AIA Honor Awards for 1973. 


Beyond its function as a showcase, however, 
we hope to see Connecticut Architect greatly 
expanded as a forum for the exchange of ideas 
and for discussion of problems affecting archi- 
tecture and the entire construction industry. 
We have tried to get the ball rolling in this issue 
with a provocative statement from Dan Lufkin, 
former Commissioner of Connecticut’s Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. We have also 
prepared a survey on “Energy and the Archi- 
tect” which should form merely a beginning 
for continued investigation of the subject. 

Plans for future issues include articles on the 
subject of designing for energy conservation 
and on the great potential for the use of solar 
energy systems. Other ideas and contributions 
along these or related lines from the readership 
will be greatly appreciated. 


One final remark addressed to the architects of 
Connecticut seems appropriate as we begin 
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1974. This is your magazine. Its success or failure 
in filling your needs will depend very much on 
what you are willing to contribute to it in terms 
of creative and thoughtful concern. Pretty pic- 
tures and attractive layout will not be enough, 

if Connecticut Architect is to be a magazine of 
which we can all be proud. 


To the Editor 


This is a special moment for Connecticut 
Architect. Happily, its publishing life con- 
tinues with renewed vigor, and we see 
great promise for the future of our maga- 
zine. Soon, we believe, the effective 
communication so critically needed will 
come even closer to reality. Our expecta- 
tions are heightened as new participants 
take up their tasks enthusiastically. 


While we look eagerly to the future, this 
special moment is the appropriate time to 
glance back along the way we’ve come in 
reaching this time and place. Figuratively, 
we’ve reached a fork in the road, and 
some who have been very much a part 

of Connecticut Architect’s progress to 
date now wave us on with best wishes 
while they take their separate way. 


Two men, especially, have made it pos- 

sible for this magazine to survive, to im- 

prove and to gain recognition in these 

difficult years of its beginning. | refer, of 

course, to Rufus K. (“Bill”) Allerton, Jr., 
(continued on page 21) 


Inu oe 
DH? 


Editor’s Note: The readers of CONNECTICUT 
ARCHITECT may know Bill Allerton for his edi- 
torial acumen, but few who have not received 

a letter from him know of his talent with a 

sketching pen. Here is a sample of the self- 

portraits with which his correspondence is 
frequently illustrated. 5 
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The Soolers Hand 


By Dan W. Lufkin 
Former Commissioner 
State of Connecticut 


Department of 
Environmental Protection 


This article was excepted from an address 
prepared by Mr. Lufkin for the CSA/AIA 
Annual Meeting on November 28, 1973. 


Two hundred years ago, the poet, Oliver 
Goldsmith, surveyed the changes taking place 
in rural England. The Industrial Revolution was 
in its infancy. Agriculture was giving way to 
trade. Green Fields were being plowed under 
to make room for expanding cities. Rural pop- 
ulation was being rapidly urbanized. Sound 
familiar? In his poem, “The Deserted Village,” 
Goldsmith described the sad fate of “Sweet 
Auburn, lovliest village in the plain.” Looking 
out over its scarred meadows and abandoned 
dwellings, he wrote: 


“Ill fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates and men decay.” 


The development process which Goldsmith 
described so eloquently has broadened and 
accelerated over these past two centuries. 
Modern man’s proudest works have devastated 
his most important inheritance. Almost every 
triumph of his civilization has been a defeat 
for the land — the land on which he lives, the 
thin finite covering of his planet upon which 
he depends for life itself. For all our won- 
drous works and soaring dreams, the process 
of life is sustained by six inches of soil and the 
fact that it rains every now and then. 


All primitive peoples have venerated, even 
worshipped, the land on which they lived. But, 
of course, they are only savages and don’t 
know any better. The American Indian treated 
the land as a trust from his gods. For 9,000 
years, before the coming of the white man’s 
civilization, he lived in harmony with fields 
and rivers, mountains and plains. And he 
would be enjoying this harmony yet, if we had 
not dispossessed him to make room for our 
cities and suburbs, our highways, and rail- 
roads, our strip mines and our junk yards. 


Do any of us genuinely belive that our way 

of life can co-exist with nature for 9,000 
years? | doubt it very much. After all, we’ve 
only been at it for 200 years and look at our 
results already! We should know that when 
the delicate balance between man and nature 
is broken, man must lose. We cannot live on 
a synthetic planet. Astro-turf is no lasting 
substitute for the living earth. An hermetical- 
ly sealed astrodome is no replacement for the 
great outdoors. Yet of all the environmental 
concerns that plague our conscience, land use 
planning ranks lowest in every survey and 
opinion poll. 


We demand immediate action on air and 
water pollution because we can see and feel 
their noxious effects. But even as we watch, 
the skin of our own countryside being flayed 
to make way for roads, developments and 
shopping centers, we feel no pain. After all, 
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we tell ourselves, air and water are necessities 
that belong to all. The land is acommodity 
that has been bought and sold — used and 
abused — throughout history. It has been the 
ultimate standard of individual success and 
private wealth, Land is not the common bond 
we share as neighbors, but the sure sign of our 
separateness as owners. “Private Property” 

is a phrase as important to us as any in the 
Declaration of Independence or the Bill of 
Rights. When the environmental prophets 
warn us that uncontrolled, irresponsible use 
of land spells inevitable disaster, we bury our 
heads in the dirt like ostriches and post “Do 
Not Trespass” signs on our foolish tails. 


In recent months, | have spent much time in 
the state of Oregon. There | have seen both 
the most hopeful signs of awakening environ- 
mental concern and many discouraging indi- 
cations that old attitudes are going to be ex- 
traordinarily difficult to change. 


Oregon, as you know, has passed some of the 
most far-reaching legislation in the country 

to preserve and protect its environment. One 
area where Oregon has been innovative is in 
land use regulation. Grant County, for exam- 
ple, which is roughly the size of Connecticut 
and has only 8,000 inhabitants, has begun a 
land-use regulation program not only to main- 
tain its character as an agricultural Community, 
but also to guarantee land use that will be con- 
sistent with the land’s productivity and long- 
term ability to sustain life. Without going into 
great detail, the burden of proof is on the 
developer to demonstrate that any develop- 
ment planned is in harmony, not conflict, with 
the character and desires of the community. 


There are many who will respond automatical- 
ly with cries of “Anti-growth,” or “Restrictive.” 
| suppose, viewed from a state which has 
almost 500 times as many people in an equi- 
valent space, Grant County must appear like a 
feudal enclave. Yet the people of Grant 

County know that, without planning and regu- 
lation on a local level, their land will become 
subject to State or Federal planning or, worse, 
the planning or no planning of private de- 
velopers and overflow populations. They’ve 
seen that scenario played out by their neigh- 
bor to the south — California. 


They know that random growth will totally 
destroy the agricultural potential of the land 
and wreck its current economy and character. 
They know that the bulldozing of forests and 
ridgelines will permit flooding and degrade 
water quality, as will the filling of wetland 
areas. They know that the building of small- 
lot communities will pollute the water, and 
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that new highway and access routes will bring 
trucks and automobiles to degrade the air and 
drive away the wildlife they cherish. 


Grant County may be an extreme example — 
a kind of 18th Century “Sweet Auburn” lost 
inthe 20th Century — butits example is an ob- 
ject lesson to every community in every area. 
Unless the people who live on the land act to 
protect it, the land is going to be changed, 
corrupted, even destroyed. An if it can happen 
in Grant County, it can happen anywhere in 
our fifty States, and when that happens, the 
life and the lifestyle supported by the land 
will be changed, corrupted, and destroyed 

as well. 


As the Rockefeller Fund’s Task Force on Land 
Use has stated, “It’s time to change the view 
that land is little more than a commodity to be 
exploited and traded. We need a land ethic 
that regards land as a resource which, im- 
properly used, can have the same ill effects as 
the pollution of air and water and which, there- 
fore, warrants similar protection.” 


This Bill of Rights for the land seems so obvi- 
ous that we may wonder why land-use plan- 
ning is not in effect everywhere. Why is land 
last on the list? The answer is that long-range, 
balanced use of land has been no match for 
the short-range lure of private profit from 
land. For example, Federal land use legisla- 
tion — highly publicized as an issue on which 
both parties can agree — has been stripped 
of all penalties and sanctions and is now as 
noble looking but ineffectual as a toothless 
old lion. 


Even in its present bland, advisory form, the 
proposed legislation arouses unrighteous in- 


dignation among the special interests. The most 


recent edition of the Oregon Cattlemen’s 
Association Newsletter carries the classical re- 
sponse to all land use legislation: 


“The bill in Congress is the most danger- 
ous piece of legislation that could come out 
of this Congress . . . for its intent is clearly 
to destroy the traditional rights of private 
property ownership.” 


Private ownership seems to be so unassailable 
a defense against public regulation, that most 
attempts at local, State and Federal legislation 
have foundered on this slippery political rock. 
But there is nothing in the Constitution or the 
common law that gives the owner of land an 
absolute license to use it in a manner adverse 
to the interests of his neighbors or the com- 
munity at large — in legal terms, adverse to 
the public health, safety and welfare. 


Unless the people who live on the land 
act to protectit, the land is going to be 
changed, corrupted, even destroyed. 


It is land use, not land ownership, that is at 
issue. And land use has always been subject 

to restriction by zoning laws, health and build- 
ing codes, safety ordinances and the traditions 
of good neighborliness. What is needed now is 
a new concept of land use that follows logical- 
ly and consistently from our growing aware- 
ness of the sheer survival implication of its 
misuse. Without disturbing any of the rights 
that accrue to the land owner (and this is 
totally feasible), we must focus the attention 
of local policy makers and legislators on the 
responsibilities that arise equally with land 
use. 


Unfortunately, the ultimate and only respon- 
sibility of the land owner is to himself and to 
the first commandment of real estate, which 
is: “Thou shalt make the best deal possible.” 
And this has meant getting the best price 
without the necessity of estimating the true 
cost to the community and the country, both 
short and long term. 


On the local level, this has usually led to un- 
restricted development of open or agricul- 
tural land regardless of the ulitmate impact on 
the character of the environment, the tax rate, 
the school system or the proliferation of ser- 
vices needed to support new population 
growth or anew influx of tourists, industrial 
workers, or shoppers. 


Growth itself is not the enemy. We cannot — 
nor do we wish to — decree an end to growth 
or the mobility that offers the greatest eco- 
nomic and social benefits to all our citizens. 
But we must understand how to deal with 
growth before we are inundated by the flood 
of new households being formed each week — 
more than 27,000 — equal to a city the size of 
Wethersfield, Connecticut. Against this back- 
ground, what of the next 200 years? 


The survival problem of land use cannot be 
solved unless we are willing to make hard, in- 
formed and potentially unpopular decisions — 
decisions not to halt growth or preserve the 
status quo, but to channel balanced growth 
into those areas best equipped to handle it 
and make certain that the life-supporting 
characteristics of the land are preserved, for 
the quality of life as well as life itself. 


This process will require an intellectual hon- 
esty and moral courage we have not yet 
demonstrated. On the local level, there is 
often a total disregard of anything but the 
role of land in increasing the Grand List. On 
the State level, there is an equal zeal to maxi- 
mize the income-producing, job-sustaining 
aspects of the land. And on the Federal level 
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there is often a failure of political nerve in no 
offending the voter by interfering with what 
he considers to be his private interests. 


In Oregon, for example, the Federal Govern- 
ment is quite strict in its protection of public 
lands against the depredations of cattle and 
timber interests. This is entirely right and 
commendable, but also politically easy. But 
when it comes to providing similar protectio 
against the ravages of the ordinary citizen, 
hiker, camper, trail bike rider or snowmobile} 
the Federal establishment has no stomach fo 
regulation. Too many votes are at stake. And 
so the beautiful Strawberry Mountain area in) 
Oregon is being systematically destroyed by 
hoards of visitors who are ruining the vege- 
tation, compacting the soil, polluting the wa 
terways, destroying the integrity of the forest 
simply because there is no licensing or per- 
mitting system in place to balance use with t 
capability of the land to handle it. 


In 10 years, Strawberry Lake and its surround 
ing lands will not longer be fit for camping 
or recreation, not because the people were 
willfully destructive, but because the govern 
ment did not have the courage to impose a fe 
simple land-use restrictions that would keep 
the land alive, beautiful, and available for th 
people to use and enjoy for generations to 
come. 


Connecticut Archit 


ere in Connecticut we have a water and air 
quality program second to none in America. 
Our state-wide solid waste system is ahead of 
hat of any other State, but our land-use 
Activities are ambiguous and indecisive. The 
Office of State Planning has drawn up and 
Histributed a preliminary Plan of Conservation 
and Development, but there has been little 
effective attempt to promote discussion of its 
Principles or its provisions, and it is languish- 
ng in political limbo. It’s going to be up to 
oncerned citizens to bring it under careful 
crutiny and to extract forcefully its useful di- 
ections for effective land-use planning. 


his will require a rewriting of that first com- 
andment of real estate. Instead of “Thou 
alt get the best deal,” it must be amended 

o read, “Not only for yourself but for the to- 

pl environment to which the land belongs.” 


ood land use planning for Connecticut will 
ake place only when the people demand it. 
Pniy when they begin to ask hard questions 
f every interest dealing in their most precious 
source — from the individual owners, sellers 
d developers of land to the boards, commis- 
ons and legislative bodies that control and 
pprove its transfer and use. 


e people of each community should begin 

p inventory the land within their borders. 

ow much acreage is still undeveloped? Who 
ns it? Is there a present need for more open 

pace or recreation land? What plans does 

e State Highway Department have for fu- 

re construction through their land? Is the 

Resource Recovery Authority planning 

ture facilities there? Has the community pre- 

ared a plan for regulating its inland wetlands 
designated an agency to carry out its pro- 

pions? Is any large-scale development being 
ntemplated that might violate Federal or 

Ate air-or water-quality standards? Are there 
ivately held lands which could be obtained, 
ough purchase or donation to the Town, 

e State, or a Nature Conservancy Trust for 
reation or greenbelt use or as a buffer 

ainst overdevelopment? 


al action on land is not going to come, 
ever, from Washington or the State Capi- 

in Hartford. These seats of government 
only establish general principles and pro- 

e some rewards or penalties which can in- 

ence local decisions. Land use action begins 

hat level where its effects must be en- 

ed. Where the destruction of a ridgeline, 

est or wetland system will mean flooding 

H degradation of water quality; where anew 
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We are not going to secure our future... 
until we begin to treat our land and related 
water resources with greater integrity 

and concern. 


highway or secondary source might push air 
pollution above allowable standards and thus 
eliminate other, perhaps more balanced, 
growth alternatives; where the changing of a 
water course might endanger the community’s 
future supply of fresh water and sewering 
capability. In other words, it must begin at the 
local level. 


We are not going to secure our future as a 
State, a nation or even a species until we be- 
gin to treat our land and related water re- 
sources with greater integrity and concern. 
No land development of any kind should be 
permitted by local authorities unless the de- 
veloper is able to prove that its environmental 
impact will not be destructive to the overall 
quality of life around it, both short and long 
term. 


In Connecticut, the Department of Environ- 
mental Protection has established a Natural 
Resource Data Bank to give planners and 
decision-makers the technical information 
they need to measure the impact of each 
new land use decision. But will the State fund 
it? And will the communities use it? 


The purpose of environmental impact state- 
ments is not to stop development — not to 
undermine property rights — but to permit 
communities to choose intelligently, from a 
range of alternatives, the one that is least de- 
structive and most in conformity with their ob- 
jectives. Development is thus in balance and 
harmony with the character of the community. 


Is a private water company, for example, hold- 
ing land no longer needed for protecting 
water purity which could be bought by the 
community or the State and taken off the 
commercial market? In the high-density strip 
from Stamford to Enfield, there are presently 
65,000 areas of potential multi-purpose land 
being held by three water companies which 
should not be sold for private development. 
Are zoning regulations being used to lever 
the best real estate deals and then being 
amended so the deals can go through? Or are 
these lands under thoughtful planning for 
full, multi-purpose benefits for future as well 
as present generations? 


| don’t know the answers. Ido know that good 
results will happen only when each individual 
citizen begins to see himself as a custodian of 
the land, and not merely its consumer. They 
will happen only when each public official 
has the courage to represent the interests of 
the land as well as those of his constituents. 
They will happen only when the communi- 
ties take stock of their vanishing land resources 


and balance their use with those purposes 
which will have the least harmful long-term 
environmental consequences. They will hap- 
pen only when the State relieves the towns 
of the staggering burden placed on their land 
by limited taxing powers which force them to 
squeeze almost all their revenues out of their 
taxable property. 


They will happen only when the Federal 
government passes laws that not only set 
wise, constructive guidelines but establish 
rewards and penalties for intelligent or de- 
structive state and local land use. They will 
happen only when every owner of land — pri- 
vate, State or Federal — is willing to make the 
tough decisions not solely on the basis of 
personal or political expediency, but also on 
behalf of all those in this and future genera- 
tions to whom that piece of land might be a 
blessing and a benefaction. 


In our complex, modern society, the preserva- 
tion of human rights is constantly under at- 
tack. Land-use planning must not be thought 
of as an assault of one of these rights — the 
basic privilege of land ownership guaranteed 
to every individual under law. Instead, land-use 
planning must be considered as crucial to the 
preservation of even more fundamental 

rights — the Constitutional guarantees of life, 
liberty and the pursuit of happiness. For when 
the land is gone, drained, paved over, de- 
stroyed as breeding ground, open space or 
habitat, life goes with it. Without sufficient 
land for recreation, for controlled expansion 
or as a buffer between the eco-system and in- 
dustrialized society, our liberty is lost as well. 
We become prisoners of our technology and 
alienated from the world which gave us 

birth and gives us life. If we do not modify 
our patterns of population growth and land 
utilization, our happiness will vanish as well, 
and all of us — young and old, black and 
white, rich and poor — will end our days in 
sterile ghettos, not only in our crowded un- 
planned cities, but everywhere. 


When next we hear our children sing, “My 
country 'tis of thee sweet land of liberty,” 

let us consider carefully what these words 
mean. Let us have the political courage, the 
economic sophistication and the social vision 
to make those decisions necessary to preserve 
this sweet land — this sweet land of liberty 
which we are in danger of destroying, not 
through war or carelessness but, as Oliver 
Goldsmith warned 200 years ago, through 
“the spoiler’s hand and the rage of gain.” 


ID IHL, 
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Robert B. Ficks, Real Estate Editor, The Hartford Courant 


Energy and 


by H. Evan Snyder, Editor 


As one sits, motor idling, in a line of cars run- 
ning three blocks from the friendly service 
station on Main Street, one begins to feel — as 
Tom Lehrer (mathematician cum entertainer) 
puts it — “‘likea Christian Scientist with appen- 
dicitis.” Prayer seems ineffectual — even the 
silent wish that the pumps won't be shut off 
until after $2.00 worth has been pumped into 
one’s own tank. 


As winter begins to wane, it seems that many of 


the direst predictions by innumerable “experts” 


in the press and elsewhere at the start of the 
crisis in November have failed to materialize 

in fact. While the fear lingers that the worst may 
not yet have come, there seems to be some re- 
laxing of the earlier panic about whether there 
would be enough petroleum to heat and light 
homes, offices and factories, and to propel gas- 
hungry vehicles along the highway. 


One cannot take lightly, however, the tremen- 
dous impact which the energy crisis — or 
“Crude Crunch” — has had and will continue 
to have onall sectors of the American and world 
economies in general, and upon the architec- 
tural profession and the entire construction 
industry in particular. 


Public attention — both that of the general 
public and of the Federal Government — has 
been called tothe apparent wastefulness of 
energy resources caused by badly designed and 
poorly constructed buildings, especially the 
“Glass Monsters” of the International Style 
which dominate our citiscapes. A growing 
movement concerned with “architectural 
energy conservation” would dictate vast 
changes in the way office buildings, homes 
and factories are designed in the future. 


Simply stated, “architectural energy conser- 
vation” means that buildings must be designed 
to save fuel, even at the expense of making 
them look less pretty. Bernard E. Cabelus, Con- 
necticut’s state building inspector, put the 
problem more succinctly ina November inter- 
view with the Wall Street Journal: “It’s a matter 
of conservation over aesthetics.” 


What appears looming ahead for the architect 
is a grating confrontation between “style” and 
conservation of energy. Can a building be de- 
signed which will combine the traditional 
amenities of openness to the external environ- 
ment and, at the same time, reduce the amount 
of energy required to make it function? Cana 


building, completely sealed off from the outside 
and utilizing only 10 percent of its exterior for 
glass, be at all aninviting place to live or work? 
How much natural light do people really need 
to live and work efficiently and happily? 


Worse yet, will the day finally arrive when a 
builder will have to submit plans to a Federal 
or State agency which can, if it decides that 
the proposed structure will consume too much 
energy, send the architect back to his drawing 
board? While the answers to these questions 
are by no means clear, it is apparent that the 
architectural profession will be called upon 
to assume an important role in solving such 
problems. Andit may be taking some hard 
knocks in the process! 


The ground rules of the construction process 
will also be changing. The end appears near 
for the awarding of design and construction 
contracts on a“low-first-cost”” basis. No longer 
will architects, engineers and builders secure 
large contracts by submitting the lowest possi- 
ble bids. The initial cost of constructing a build- 
ing designed to utilize fully its materials, its site, 
and its function in consideration of energy re- 
quirements must be more costly then construc 
tion which emphasizes low cost and which ofte 
leads to faulty design, poor workmanship, and 
an end product which is more expensive to 
maintain inthe long run. 


The General Services Administration, which 
spent $845 million in construction of new fed- 
eral buildings across the country last year, is 
now testing this hypothesis in its new facility 
currently being built in Manchester, New 
Hampshire. Fred S. Dubin, of the New York- 
West Hartford engineering firm Dubin-Min- 
dell-Bloome Associates, estimates the seven- 
story structure will be completed within its 
$6 million budget, despite eleven-inch walls 
and a totally insulated roof. The engineers 
have calculated that the Manchester building 
will require 8 billion BTUs to keep it at 70 de- 
grees in winter and 75 degrees in summer. If 
built to normal GSA standards, it would have 
taken 13 billion BTUs to accomplish the same 
task. Under the system of “life-cycle costing” 
used by the Dubin firm, total energy savings 
over the operating life of the building (about 
33%) are related toinitial increases in capital 
expenditure, with surprisingly low differentia 
in total investment. 


Perhaps unfortunately, the implications of the 
energy crisis on the practice of architecture ar 
not limited to the realm of aesthetics. In the fa 
of tight money, frozen housing subsidies, and 
impounded public works funds, the crisis add 
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yet another layer of uncertainty to the profile 
of the construction industry. The recently issued 
1974 Dodge/Sweets Construction Outlook 
predicts that contracting for new construction 
work nationwide will total $101 billion this 
year, only two percent above the 1973 level of 
$98.7 billion. Construction equipment needs 
fuel, and so do the trucks which bring building 
materials to the jobsite. Scarcity of fuel also 
puts constraints on the manufacture of many 
types of building materials, most notably those 
requiring a high consumption of energy — 
aluminum, steel, brick, glass and cement, to 
name only a few. Short supply, higher prices, 
and the likelihood of substitution for such 
commodities are very much the order of the 
day. 


Futhermore, once buildings are built and oc- 
cupied, how will they be heated and lighted? 
The largest question mark in the present en- 
ergy-supply situation involves the utility com- 
panies — in this area, Connecticut Natural Gas 
and Northeast Utilities. Shortages of natural 
gas have been less critical than those of petro- 
leum, principally because of the supplies avail- 
able through two national transmission lines 
serving Connecticut have been supplemented 
Oa great extent by gas produced at the CNG 
iquification facility at Rocky Hill. But what does 
he future hold? Price limitation and the well 
eads and other regulations of the gas industry 
hrough the Federal Power Commission have 
aused a 50 percent reduction in domestic 
production over the past 18 years, and may well 
ave been responsible for the complete elimi- 
ation of exploration activity for new reserves. 
ertainly, a revised national energy policy 
should take into serious consideration the im- 
plications of these developments. 


ortheast Utilities, the largest supplier of 
plectric energy in New England, is dependent 
pn oil for 75 percent of its generating power 
nd is thus most vulnerable to anything that 
hreatens the continuing supply of that fuel. 
ven with the conversion of several facilities to 
oal and the use of high-sulphur residual oil 
o turn the turbines, and with an increase in 
lectric power generated by nuclear units 
urrently 21%), NEU must continue to fund an 
xtensive program of research to develop al- 
ernative sources of energy production. Of 
ese, the most promising seems to be the fuel 
ell, to which NEU has committed $5 million 
ver the next three years. A 26,000-kilowatt 
emonstration fuel cell plant is expected by 
976, with commercial application possible 
o years afterward. Still the question remains, 
ill it be too little, too late?” 
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The Connecticut Yankee Atomic power 
plant at Haddam, Connecticut, one 
of the state’s two nuclear plants. 


The word “unclear” crops up again and again 
in assessing the impact of these factors on the 
economy and on the construction industry. 
Even if the Arab states were to lift their oil em- 
bargo tomorrow, it might well be too late to 
alter the dismaying forecasts for 1974. 


One fact is clear: things can never be the same 
as they were before the valves were shut off. 
But perhaps that is not the worst that could 
happen. The brighter side of the picture is that 
America has been challenged to find solutions 
to its energy problems ina re-ordering of the 
use pattern of all energy sources. The necessity 
for this re-ordering process has long been 
evident, but it has taken the energy crisis to 
make us respond creatively and, one hopes, 
effectively. 


Architects and others in the construction in- 
dustry have been particularly challenged to 
show that they really are concerned about the 
ways in which the man-made environments 
they create respond to this serious, long-term 
problem. How they respond to the challenge 
may well determine how well they survive in 
the future. 


by Robert H. Mutrux, AIA 


Mark Twain once said about the music 

of Wagner that, “It isn’t as bad as it 
sounds.” The same might be said, after 
calm deliberation, of the so-called “energy 
crisis.” Although there is indeed a severe 
restriction in the immediate availability 
of fuel oil and gasoline, there is no ac- 
tual shortage either in the world’s fuel 
nor in its energy. We still have the in- 
exhaustible heat of the sun and that of 
the earth’s core; we have the untapped 
power of the tides, mountains of oil- 
bearing shale, and vast forests of fire- 
wood. And we shouldn’t discount the 
dried dung of innumerable camels, who, 
parenthetically, are capable of doing a 
week’s work on 25 gallons of plain water. 


As far as energy in its myriad forms is 
concerned, witness the boundless antics 
of those legions who, round the clock, 
nourish our gargantuan appetites for vi- 
carious athletics, comedy, violence, and 
sex. For energy of a destructive nature, 
one has only to scan the daily headlines 
on the subject of North Ireland, Vietnam, 
or the night in any of our large cities. 


Furthermore, there seems to be no sign 
of embolism in the flow of that special 
form of energy which, coupled with in- 
spiration, results in the phenomenon of 
c tion. This force, since the beginning 
of time, has been limitless in its supply. 
One need not seek it in the frozen wastes 
of Point Barrow, the jungles of South 
America, nor the deserts of the Middle 
East. It lies in the deep and mysterious 
wells of the human spirit. It has surged 
forth in such improbable sites as Vinci, 
Italy; Lachaux-de-Fonds, Switzerland; 
and Richland Center, Wisconsin—birth- 
places, respectively, of Leonardo, Le- 
Corbusier, and Frank Lloyd Wright. 


Its potential cannot be calibrated in 
barrels, in octane content, nor in the 
fluctuations of the stock market, yet its 
byproducts represent man’s finest 
accomplishments. None of the world’s 
masterpieces could have been created 
without it. On the other hand, all the 
world’s architecture, art, music, poetry, 
drama, philosophy, and science, until a 
mere century and a half ago, were created 
when the prime source of heat was the 
ceramic stove and the most rapid form of 
transportation was the horse. 

(continued on page 21) 
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he 973 Honor Awards 


“To honor distinguished 
architectural design within 
Connecticut, and to develop 
public awareness of architecture 
in Connecticut” 


Seven Connecticut buildings received Honor Awards from 
the Connecticut Society of Architects/AIA at the Society’s 
Annual Meeting on November 28. Chosen from among 
fifty projects submitted for consideration, the seven win- 
ners include a variety of building types: two single-family 
residences; a moderate-income housing complex; housing 
for the elderly; an elementary school; an office building/ 
laboratory; and a church. 


All architects registered in Connecticut were invited to 
participate in the program, regardless of where their of- 
fices are located. Of the 47 firms registering entries, six- 
teen were from firms with offices outside the State and, of 
the seven winners, two were among this group. 


Winners were selected by a six-man jury, including three 
architects and three experts in the areas of planning and 
construction. The jury members were: 


George Achenbach, a developer-builder from Middle- 
town, Connecticut. President of Achenbach Realty 
Companies in Essex, and developer of Addision Grove 
in Glastonbury and Westlake in Middletown, he was 
chairman of the Governor’s Task Force on Housing, 
which completed its report in 1972. 


Ernest Gonzalez, an architect-planner and writer on 
architecture and related subjects for the New Haven 
Register. A former Staff Planner for the town of 
Hamden and now a resident of Guilford, Mr. Gonzalez 
was particularly helpful in pointing out the site- 
planning considerations that were critical to the suc- 
cess of the winning entries. 


Paul Manafort, Commissioner of Public Works for 
Connecticut. With many years of experience in the 
construction industry, Mr. Manafort was most inter- 
ested in the influence that good architecture can 
have in a transitional urban neighborhood, by esta- 
blishing standards of design and construction that fu- 
ture buildings would have to follow. 


William DeCossy, AIA a principal in the New Haven 
firm of Orr, DeCossy, Winder and Associate, which has 
received a number of awards from the CSA/AIA, 
including the Trinity College Science Building (1971) 
and the SAAB Corporate Headquarters in Orange, 
Connecticut (1972). 


Richard Quinn, AIA, who opened his own practice 

in 1973 in Bloomfield, after several years as an asso- 
ciate in the Hartford firm of Russell Gibson von 
Dohlen. Mr. Quinn has wide experience in planning 
educational facilities and is a member of the CSA/AIA 
Board of Directors. 


Willis N. Mills, Jr. AIA, chairman of the 1973 Honor 
Awards jury, is a principal in SMS Architects of New 
Canaan, a firm which has received Honor Awards 

for six projects in past CSA/AIA programs. He has 
served three terms as a member of the Board of Select- 
men in Wilton, Connecticut. 


In addition to including non-architects on the Honor 
Awards jury for the first time in an effort to broaden the 
selection process, the group’s choices were also presented 
through nine Connecticut newspapers. Ballots were in- 
cluded so that the response of the general public to the 
award-winning buildings could be solicited. 


The response for public comment on the winning projects 
was indeed gratifying. The Baily residence in Darien by 
architects Huygens & Tappé garnered the most first-place 
votes in the balloting, followed by the Housing for the 
Elderly in Torrington, designed by Ulrich Franzen & Asso- 
ciates. 


“| believe these new steps were timely and worthwhile,” 
commented chairman Willis Mills. “Broader participation 
was achieved with a twenty percent increase in registra- 
tion over the 1972 program. The jury was quicker to get at 
the primary design problem to be solved in each entry 
reviewed. There was far broader sensitivity to user atti- 
tudes and, not surprisingly, a healthy skepticism about ex- 
travagant design effects. The jurors were pleased to have 
been asked to participate and free in expressing their 
enthusiasm or critcism. Finally, the press was quite co- 
operative in devoting major coverage to the program 

in a time of shortage of newsprint and shrinking pub- 
lishing budgets. | am confident that this sort of broader 
participation, a more representative panel of jurors, and 
an effort to solicit public response will continue in 1974.” 


Connecticut Architect 


Residence of 
Mr. and Mrs. Glenn Bailey 
Darien, Connecticut 


Architects: 
Huygens and Tappé, Inc. 
Boston, Massachusetts 
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A A 
6 


Residence of 
Mr. and Mrs. Richard W. Lytle 
Woodbridge, Connecticut 


Architect: 
Charles H. Brewer, Jr. 
New Haven, Connecticut 


, 


“The reality fulfills the promise of the site.’ 


“A stimulating environment appropriate to the 
artist-owner.” 
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Residence of 
Mr. and Mrs. Glenn Bailey 
Darien, Connecticut 


Architects: Huygens and Tappé, Inc. 


Architects Huygens and Tappé were given a beauti- 
ful site with a spectacular view when they were 
asked to design a house on Long Island Sound in 
Darien, Connecticut. Their response is both private 
where privacy is needed and expansive where the 
dramatic view demands a broad outlook. 


A neighboring house and driveway approach are 
screened from view by a series of white masonry 
walls. Once beyond an almost oriental driveway 
entrance court, the house opens up to the view with 
spaces flowing freely into each other, sharing the 
view through floor to ceiling glass walls. The contrast 
between glass walls and round, over-scaled concrete 
columns dramatizes the protective aspect of this 
house by the sea. The generous overhang shades 
the glass from summer sun and further emphasizes 
enclosure and protection. 


“This residence reflects an extremely skillful solution 
to the open floor plan, with excellent privacy 

from unwanted views,” said the jury. “The design 
showed a great deal of restraint. In brief, the reality 
fulfills the promise of the site.” 


Residence of 
Mr. and Mrs. Richard W. Lytle 
Woodbridge, Connecticut 


Architect: Charles H. Brewer, Jr. 


This residence for an artist and his family is skillfully 
placed on an undulating wooded site. The primary 
requirement given to the architect was to create a 
living environment where spaces would flow into 
each other while each retained its own identity. 


Inside the major living spaces are open. The bed- 
rooms are separated into a wing and the owner’s 
painting studio made off-limits by a balcony entry 
which gives him time to declare his privacy before 
his work space is encroached upon. 


The jury “admired the geometric relationship be- 
tween plan and section. The easy flow of one 
space to another and the changing sources of natu- 
ral light provide a stimulating environment appro- 
priate to the artist-owner. The development of a 
sophisticated construction system involving pre- 
fabricated roof panels and common residential ma- 
terials is handled with logic and imagination.” 


Connecticut Archite 


Housing for the Elderly 
Torrington, Connecticut 


Architect: Ulrich Franzen & Associates, 


Architect Franzen said, “The most important aspect 
of this project is its site, adormant area chosen by 
the Housing Authority and the architect because 

it was at the center of Town along the river. By 
building on this site, the core area was upgraded, 
while placing the elderly within walking distance of 
all downtown amenities.” The Jury agreed, noting 
that “the new tower for the elderly sets a design 
standard for future development in the area which 
will be a positive influence in Torrington.” 


The fourteen-story structure contains 200 dwelling 
units, predominantly efficiency apartments. There is 
a semi-circular solarium on each floor which is con- 
veniently located near the elevator core for easy 
access, to invite neighborly socializing and people- 
watching. The view over the landscaped pond on 
the immediate site and the long view over the city 
of Torrington from the tower are handsome. 


The Jury felt the architect had given a sense of dig- 
nity to the elderly of Torrington through careful site 
selection and concern for human needs, while pro- 
viding a structure that sets a high design standard 
for future development. 


American National Red Cross Building 
Farmington, Connecticut 


Architect: Hirsch-Kaestle-Boos Architects, Inc. 


The primary concern of Hirsch-Kaestle-Boos head- 
quarters of The American National Red Cross and 
the Red Cross’ Greater Hartford Chapter in Farm- 
ington was to consolidate a variety of office and 
laboratory functions in a low-rise structure that 
would relate visually to the University of Connect- 
icut Health Center. 


The four-acre site is carefully landscaped, with the 
main floor raised on a pedestal, providing easy 
pedestrian access to the main floor and minimizing 
the visual effect of the required trucking services. 
The massive character of the nearby Health Center is 
echoed in the Red Cross Building’s sparing use of 
glass, deep sloping sills below the windows, wide 
column facings and simple window details. 


In order to expedite construction and lower costs, 
conventional contracting procedures were by-passed 
in favor of the construction management system. This 
brought the builder directly onto the design team 
and helped the Red Cross gain occupancy months 
sooner than might ordinarily have been possible. 


The Jury praised the “careful attention to propor- 
tion and materials that develop a strong visual rela- 
tionship to the neighboring health complex. It is 

a restrained and handsome building — and a good 
neighbor. The sculptural symbol is a particular wel- 
come spark of color at the entrance forecourt.” 
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“Careful attention to proportion and materials.” 
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American National Red Cross Building 
Farmington, Connecticut 


Architect: 
Hirsch-Kaestle-Boos Architects, Inc. 
New Britain, Connecticut 


Housing for the Elderly 
Torrington, Connecticut 


Architect: 
Ulrich Franzen & Associates, 
New York, New York 


Photography: George Cserna 


Photography: Richard Wurts 
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New Hope Towers 
Stamford, Connecticut 


Associated Architects: 
Robert L. Wilson-James Evans 
Stamford, Connecticut 


Blessed Sacrament Church 
East Hartford, Connecticut 


Architects: 
Russell Gibson von Dohlen 
West Hartford, Connecticut 


Photography: Charles Pratt 
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“An appropriate symbol for New Hope.” 


“A dramatic example of the changes taking 


place in church design.” 


New Hope Towers 
Stamford, Connecticut 


Associated Architects: Robert L. Wilson-James Evans 


New Hope Towers had to provide two hundred 
units of cooperative housing for low and moderate- 
income families on two acres in Stamford’s urban 
renewal area. Therefore, a high-rise building was 
the only way to solve the density imposed by land 
and zoning criteria. 


Repetition of formwork brought construction 
economies that allowed such amenities as balco- 
nies and air conditioning. The alternating rhythm 
of the projections weaves its way up the tower 
giving the building an immediately recognizable 
shape from the nearby Connecticut Thruway. 


The lower tower contains larger apartments with 
more bedrooms and keeps those families closer 

to the ground. The taller tower shares a common 
plaza level with its lower neighbor. A day care cen- 
ter and some professional office spaces are located 
at the plaza level. 


The jury was “impressed by the spirit of New Hope 
Towers, which seems to overcome the many ob- 
stacles associated with high-density, high-rise, 
moderate-income housing on a limited site in an 
urban renewal setting. The building’s vigorous forms 
seem to us an appropriate symbol for New Hope.” 


Blessed Sacrament Church 
East Hartford, Connecticut 


Architects: Russell Gibson von Dohlen 


Blessed Sacrament Church in East Hartford, by 
architects Russell Gibson von Dohlen, is a 
dramatic example of the dynamic changes taking 
place in church design. This building is essentially 
a single room used both for religious worship and 
parish community activities. It seats as many as 500 
at Sunday Mass, while accommodating a variety of 
weekday uses. 


The architects have created a space that allows the 
congregation and clergy to develop their own ex- 
pression of worship through varying seating and 
sanctuary arrangements. Yet in this flexible room, 
there is a fixed element — the Chapel, an intimate 
space with seating for twenty-five and a place for 
the permanent reservation of the Blessed Sacrament. 


The low profile of the building’s exterior and its 
white stained cedar siding relate to the residential 
scale of the suburban setting. The low-level win- 
dows bathe the perimeter of the room with natural 
light, leaving interior walls free and clear as a 
backdrop for banners and liturgical art. A bright 
red carpet covers the entire floor and is the only 
“built-in” color in a white envelope of space. 


Connecticut Architec 


The Jury felt that “the Church was an excellent trans- 
lation of the new concept of flexible liturgical 

space, with all the quiet simiplicity of the New En- 
gland Meeting House. The delicate overhead space 
frame and lighting provide an intricacy and a level 

of visual detail that helps to enrich this worship- 
activity center.” 


Shepherd Glen School 
Hamden, Connecticut 


Architects: Carlin, Pozzi and Associates 


The Shepherd Glen School in Hamden, by archi- 
tects Carlin, Pozzi and Associates, has a circular 
floor plan based on an educational specification 

for 600 pupils and requiring a centrally located In- 
structional Materials Center surrounded by relative- 
ly large open plan Learning Units. The kindergarten 
through sixth-grade school provides them teach- 
ing in these non-graded learning centers. 


The concentric plan has the Instructional Materials 
Area at the center ringed by storage and support 
functions. The five 125 pupil Learning Units radiate 
from the central core and are equally accessible to 
the center or the out-of-doors. Community facilities, 
such as gymnasium and cafeteria, complete the 
circular plan arrangement. What is also impressive 
about this school is the informal, non-institutional 
character of the natural lighting, structural system, 
and choice of materials. 


The jury “liked the circular plan so directly expres- 
sive of the educational program. The translation 

of plan into section admits natural light where it is 
most needed. Materials are chosen to enhance the 
teaching environment and to relate to the wooded 
residential site. All in all, we wished we had had a 
chance to learn in such a pleasant setting.” 
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“The circular plan is directly expressive of the 
educational program.” 
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Carlin, Pozzi and Associates 
New Haven, Connecticut 


Shepherd Glen School 
Hamden, Connecticut 
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the former publisher, and Frederic D. 
Barrett, our former business manager, Bill 
and Fred brought Connecticut Architect 
into existence, then sustained it with 
countless hours of hard work and gener- 
ous quantities of paste, paper and perse- 
verance. As one who watched their effort 
from the beginning, | take the occasion 
of this special moment to express deep 
appreciation to Bill Allerton and Fred 
Barrett for having brought our magazine 
this far along its way. 


Connecticut Architect is not sufficiently 
venerable to have its history written just 
yet, and | won’t attempt to do it here. 
Much has happened though, in the 

nearly ten years since Bill and Fred pro- 
posed this magazine to the “old” Connec- 
ticut Society of Architects. Some months 
in preparation, the first issue was pub- 
lished in January of 1965. In his intro- 
ductory statement, Editorial Board Chair- 
man Andrew S. Cohen expressed the hope 
that “Connecticut Architect will grow 

and prosper — earning its place as the 
voice of the Connecticut Society of Archi- 
tects.” Governor John Dempsey, in a 
congratulatory message, expressed con- 
fidence that the new magazine would be 
“well received”. 


Largely because of the efforts of Bill Al- 
lerton and Fred Barrett, both of those 
wishes have been fulfilled. Connecticut 
Architect has grown, its circulation has 
increased, and it has prospered — not 
perhaps in a financial sense but certainly 
in the good will of its readers. And it has 
been well received; in 1970, the American 
Institute of Architects chose Connecticut 
Architect as its best component publica- 
tion of the year. 


So, at this special moment, | know that the 
entire membership of our Society and the 
many loyal readers of Connecticut Archi- 
tect join me in expressing to Bill Allerton 
and Fred Barrett sincere appreciation 

for a job well done! 


Ralph T. Rowland, AIA 


energy 


This is the form of energy that produces 
“the words, the deeds, and the art” that, 
according to Ruskin, are the true mea- 
sure of a civilization. Today’s architect 
and his client might pause between gas 
stations to ponder their combined prod- 
uct on those terms. Would Jefferson 
have made still greater contributions to 
our nation’s history (and its architecture) 
if he had been trained under one of 
those prize-winning all-skylight roofs? 
Would Franklin have discovered some- 
thing more than electricity, or invented 
something better than that eponymous 
stove, in an atmosphere of four-season 
air-conditioning? Would Lincoln have 
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augmented his command of language and 
his depth of human understanding under 
150-foot candle illumination? 


Tomorrow’s architecture will be built in 

a period which will surely be called aus- 
tere, but which was once par for the 
course. It may or may not match the qua- 
lity of the past, but it is certain to bear 
the imprint of these peculiar times. 


In this context, it may be that a so-called 
underdeveloped country, in addition to 
demonstrating that it is possible to press 

a point without resorting to 7.5-ton “Daisy 
Cutters” and flaming chemicals, may be 
providing the so-called civilized world 
with a tremendous blessing in disguise. 


Suppose we let the Arabs keep their oil. 
This may be one sure way of delaying the 
consumption, in a few myopic decades, 

of what it has taken millions of years to 
produce. Remember that when the Greeks 
built all those legendary ships, they trans- 
formed the groves of Arcady into a rocky 
wasteland. And when we decimated our 
primeval forests, we were left with the 
Dust Bowl. 


We might for a moment, forego the mira- 
cle of internal combusion and the magic 
carpet we call the Thruway, and take a 
walk along one of Connecticut’s country 
roads. Or better still, take a bicycle. The 
experience is guaranteed to be immensely 
rewarding. 


First of all, we will be striking a telling 
blow for the conservation of fuel, and be 
reminded at the same time of the need to 
preserve our own resources. 


Secondly, we will be released from the 
tyranny of the dashboard and the foot- 
pedal; this new-found freedom is bound 
to send a white-hot flash of creative fire 
through our veins, and a veritable torrent 
of crisis-free designs will inevitably flood 
our drawing-boards. 


Thirdly, we will in all probability be too 
tired to do anything at night, thus doing 
our pious bit, by default, for zero pop- 
ulation growth. 


But if there is still some creative drive in- 
side us and we haven’t got a 4B pencil 
handy, we might turn the thermostat way 
down and revive the too-long dormant 
New England tradition of bundling. Who 
knows what may spring forth? A new 
Michelangelo, a Wren, a Mansard, a 
Richardson, a Mies? Try it! You have the 
president’s blessing!! You have everything 
to gain and nothing to lose but your 
chilblains!!! 


GIVE... 


so more will live 


HEART 
FUND 


... all the bank services you’re 

ever likely to need- in one big, 
beautiful package for only $2 a month 
-which you'll probably save 

several times over. 


Ask for full details at any of our 22 offices 


THE FIRST 
NEW HAVEN 
NATIONAL BANK 


ONE CHURCH STREET, NEW HAVEN 


sionals in varied areas of specialization, such 

as soil testing, the urban rehabilitation process, 
and fire safety. Seminars and training labora- 
tories will be organized to introduce new 


management concepts for improving organi- 
zational skills. An extensive review of existing 
services, concepts, and techniques will be 
conducted by means of seminars on the topics 
of designing for energy conservation, and re- 
search and proposal funding, to mention a few. 
Finally, a “bandit series” will offer such presen- 


CSA|PROFESSIONAL tations as “Wizardry in Architectural Model 
SERIES|EDUCATION Photography,” “Stage Management/Tricks of 


Verbal Presentation,” in addition to a few case 

studies of project failure, and other similar 
The new symbol seen above will signal a con- areas of interest. 
tinuing series of CSA Professional Programs in 
this journal andin monthly CSA bulletins. The 
education series represents a critical forum 
for the exchange and exposure of new con- 
cepts from purposefully disparate viewpoints, 
and offers the opportunity to acquire fresh 


The Education Commission also hopes to es- 
tablish a series of radio interviews with Con- 
necticut architects on WTIC in Hartford, for 
which the Commission will propose the pro- 
gram format, topics, and speakers. Currently 


professional skills. under investigation isthe possibility of creating Michael P. Buckley, AIA 

a continuing program on Environmental 
Commissioner of the 1974 CSA Education Series Awareness for Connecticut Public Television. in Manchester, New Hampshire, sponsored by 
is Michael P. Buckley, AIA, an associate in the According to Buckley, these efforts “will be the General Services Administration. John 
Hartford firm of DuBose Associates. In addition undertaken to nourish the public sensibility, Barnaby of Dubin-Mindell-Bloome; Chris Law, 
to its chairman, the Education Commission will to address environmental and architectural assistant GSA Administrator; and Thomas Ka- 
have an Advisory Board to generate as well as issues with broad public interest, and to ex- suda of the National Bureau of Standards will 
to review program concepts. Committee heads plore appropriate images for future develop- be the speakers at the full-day conference. 
will be assigned specific areas of responsibility, ment patterns in the State.” Manibers of the Education Commission’sÄd- 
such as para-professional education, college Presently, the Commission has arranged an visory Board to date are architects Don Baer- 
and university liaison, and career guidance. education seminar session slated for March 13 man, Norman Baier, Jared Edwards, Ed Jeter, 
Buckley visualizes four major areas of concen- at the Choate School in Wallingford, prior to Jerry Lunt, Richard Sharpe, and Bill Sapienza, 
tration in the new education program. Tech- the CSA chapter meeting. The seminar will and Peter Borgemeister, executive director of 
nical seminars will provide lectures by profes- focus on a case study of the new office structure the CSA. 


technicians have caused hospital administrators 


to look to sophisticated communications systems 
HOS PI i Al > as one answer to their problems. Tomorrow’s hos- 
m pital will require a wide spectrum of communica- 


tions facilities including voice, data and video 
systems. Underfioor ducts, conduit and riser sys- 
tems, switchboards and apparatus ciosets must 
be planned early. Expensive rearrangements and 
unsightly exposed wiring can be avoided later on. 


The increase in costs, training and admissions y 
DESIGN | NG A coupled with shortages of doctors, nurses and R 


Coordinated communications preplanning is es- 
sential. Our building industry consultant can help 
you plan for the communications needs of a 
modern hospital or any other building where 
sophisticated communications systems are re- 
quired. He knows communications. And he has 
experience working with people who build. Call 
the building industry consultant when your plans 
are still on the drawing board. You add him to 
your team without cost or obligation. Dial 1-800- 
922-2953, toll free from anywhere in Connecticut. 


Southern New England Telephone ©) 
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News 


people 


m As part of its annual meeting program, the 

Connecticut Society of Architects presented 
two Lay Awards and a Special Citation to area 
residents on November 28, 1973. 


Dan W. Lufkin of Newtown, former Commis- 
sioner of Environmental Protection, was hon- 
ored witha Lay Award “for [his] contribution 
to environmental quality” and for promoting 
“broad public participation in [Connecticut’s] 
efforts to protect its natural environment.” 


Robert James Torello of Branford, director of 
Derby’s Redevelopment Program, was cited 
with a Lay Award for “exemplary service” and 
in particular for “his actions in support of the 
preservation and restoration of Derby’s his- 
toric Opera House.” 


The Special Citation was presented to Hugh 
McK. Jones, FAIA, of Guilford, former officer 
and director of both the CSA and the AIA. He 
was highly commended for “his many years of 
dedication to architecture in all its aspects,” 
which “contributed . . . to the advancement of 
the profession and the growth of the Society.” 


@ Donald Canty, former editor of City mag- 
azine, has replaced Robert E. Koehler, 
Hon. AIA, as editor of the AJA Journal, 
official publication of the American In- 
stitute of Architects. Koehler resigned as 

of January 1, 1974. 


A native Californian, Canty earned a B.A. 
in philosophy from Santa Clara University 
and an M.A. in journalism from North- 
western University. Before joining the 
Architectural Forum staff as managing 
editor, he was editor of Western 
Architect and Engineer. 


In 1967, he moved to New York, where 
he created City, a magazine on urban 

life and environment, which later became 
the publication of the National Urban 
Coalition until last year. 


An author of three books on urban affairs, 
Canty is currently working on a fourth 
under a Ford Foundation fellowship. 


@ Carrell S. McNulty, Jr., FAIA, announces 
his withdrawal from SMS Architects of 
New Canaan, Connecticut, and the es- 
tablishment of a private practice. Mr. 
McNulty’s new office is located at 1210 
Post Road, Fairfield, Connecticut. 
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News 


@ Baltimore architect Archibald C. Rogers, 
FAIA, was formally installed on December 
7, 1973, as the 1974 president of the Ameri- 
can Institute of Architects, succeeding S. 
Scott Ferebee, Jr., FAIA, of Charlotte, 
North Carolina. 


Rogers, chairman of the board of RTKL 
Inc., a Baltimore architectural firm, served 
as AIA first vice president for 1973. As 
chairman of the AIA’s National Policy Task 
Force, he piloted the Institute’s efforts to 
promote the establishment and imple- 
mentation of a national policy for urban 
growth and land development. In recog- 
nition of his contributions to the archi- 
tectural profession, he was elected a Fel- 
low of the Institute in 1967. 


An active participant in community af- 
fairs, Rogers has held positions on the 
Governor’s Council on the Arts in Mary- 
land, the Expressway Advisory Committee 
of the Maryland State Roads Commission, 
the Anne Arundel County Zoning Com- 
mission, the Greater Baltimore Committee 
and its Planning Council, and the Mary- 
land State Board of Examiners and Regis- 
tration of Architects. 


He and his wife, Lucia, reside at “Belvoir” 
in Crownsville, Maryland. 
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ArchibaldC. Rogers, FAIA 


Andrew B. Smith, AIA 


m Andrew B. Smith, AIA, of Plainville, has 
become a partner in the Hartford archi- 
tectural firm of David E. Woodard, AIA. 
DEW Architects, as the new partnership 
will be called, has offices in Bushnell 
Plaza, One Gold Street, Hartford. 


Smith became associated with the Woodard 
group in 1972, after four years with the 
Hartford firm of Russell, Gibson and von- 
Dohlen. A 1963 graduate in architecture 
from the University of Colorado, he served 
as an officer in the U.S. Navy from 1963 

to 1968. 


DEW Architects, founded by Woodard 

in 1971, is currently working on several 
major building projects in Connecticut 
and Massachusetts. These include the 
Naval Underwater Sound Center at the 
U.S. Navy base at New London, a service 
center for Connecticut Light and Power 
Company in East Hampton, Conn., and a 
new library for the Williston-Northampton 
School in Easthampton, Mass. The firm 
also designed the recently completed 
Whitney Avenue office building for SNET 
Co. in Hamden. 


Smith lives with his wife, Barbara, and 
their two children in Plainville. 
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James F. Russell, AIA 


@ James Francis Russell, vice president and 
founder of Russell Gibson vonDohlen, 
Inc. Architects, has been appointed to the 
board of the University of Hartford Asso- 
ciates. 


The 25-member board of directors is the 
planning and policy-making arm of the 
Associates, whose membership represents 
about 200 Connecticut business and in- 
dustrial firms. 


Russell received his Bachelor of Archi- 
tecture degree from Cornell University 

in 1948, after serving with the U.S. Army. 
A member of several architectural asso- 
ciations, including the American Institute 
of Architects and the Connecticut Society 
of Architects, he established his own 
architectural firm in West Hartford in 
1954. 


Russell resides with his wife and three 
children at 169 Duncaster Road, Bloom- 
field. 


compefitions 


a The Portuguese Ministry of Public Works 
announces an international competition 
open to both Portuguese and foreign ar- 
chitects for the purpose of gathering de- 
sign ideas for the development of Porto 
Santo Island. 


In preparing their entries, participants 
are asked to concentrate on the island’s 
location in the Archipelago of Madeira, 
in regard to its tourist trade potential. 


The competition, with a deadline of 
March 15, 1974, has been approved by 
the International Union of Architects. 
The registration fee of $80 and all inqui- 
ries should be addressed to: Competition 
Secretariat, Planning of Porto Santo Is- 
land, Rua Ferreira Lapa No. 29, Lisbon 1, 
Portugal. 


a The Connecticut Building Congress an- 
nounces the establishment of $1,000 in 
scholarship aid for Connecticut high 
school students interested in pursuing a 
career in the construction industry. 


The statewide association of architects, 
engineers, general contractors, subcon- 
tractors, and suppliers stipulates that the 
award be made on the basis of potential 
and need, and that it be annually renew- 
able on the basis of grades and perfor- 
mance. 


The recipient will be selected by a com- 
mittee of educators, building industry rep- 
resentatives and community leaders. Serv- 
ing on the scholarship awards committee 
are the following: Ogden Miller, guidance 
counselor, ShepaugValley High School, 
Washington; Herbert L. Emanuelson, at- 
torney, Emanuelson & Wynne, New Haven; 
Allen Hubbard, engineer, Hubbard, 
Lawless & Osborne Associates, Inc., New 
Haven; Augustus G. Kellogg, architect, 
Environmental Design Group, New 
Haven; Robert E. Baker, developer, Wood- 
bury; Gerald A. Foster, psychologist, 

C.N. Flagg & Co., Inc., Meriden; Edward 
5. Noble, general contractor, W.J. Megin, 
Inc., Naugatuck; John E. Plantinga, en- 
gineer, Meyer, Strong & Jones, New York 
City; and Ernest G. McVey, retired princi- 
pal, Sleeping Giant Junior High School, 
Hamden. 


Applications have been distributed to all 
Connecticut public and private secondary 
schools, and must be completed and re- 
turned by April 20, 1974. 


For further information, contact the Con- 
necticut Building Congress office, 2377 
Whitney Avenue, Hamden. 


8 The Scope/Convention and Cultural Cen- 
ter in Norfolk, Virginia was one of seven- 
teen winners of the Prestressed Concrete 
Institute’s 1973 awards. Fraioli-Blum- 
Yesselman of New England, a Hartford- 
based firm, participated in the Center’s 
structural design. Last year the $30 mil- 
lion complex received the regional award 
in the White Cement architectural compe- 
tition, sponsored by the Portland Cement 
Association. 


a 


SERVING THE, ARCHITECT 
W! E FINEST IN 
L G EQUIPME 


| esting Se 


DON ARMOUR 


222 PARK ROAD 
WEST HARTFORD, CONN. 
(203) 236-5941 


asera MERRITT & company 


COMPLETE REPROGRAPHICS 


Blueprints, Photocopies, Microfilming 


Engineering Supplies, Offset Printing 


MAIN OFFICE 
650 Franklin Avenue 


DOWNTOWN BRANCH 


186 Pearl Street 


Connecticut Architect 


announcements 


a The Hartford Architecture Conservancy, 
a newly-formed group committed to 
preserving Hartford’s buildings, held its 
first meeting December 12 at the Con- 
necticut Historical Society, 


Inspired by the New Haven Preservation 
Trust and incited by the demolition last 
August of the Victorian Loomis-Wooley 
mansion in West Hartford, HAC was or- 
ganized for the purpose of increasing 
public awareness of the necessity for 
preserving threatened landmarks. 


The organizational meeting’s program, 
led by architect Jared I. Edwards, includ- 
ed talks by James M. Fitch, director of 
the program of Restoration and Preser- 
vation of Historic Architecture at Colum- 
bia University; Christopher Tunnard, pro- 
fessor of city planning at Yale University; 
and John W. Reynolds, president of the 
Greater Middletown Preservation Trust. 
Melancthon W. Jacobus, curator of prints 
at the Historical Society, provided slides 
and commentary on threatened buildings 
in the Hartford area. 


The open discussion period which fol- 
lowed the speeches focused on past 
efforts and future plans of HAC. Edwards 
explained that the failure of a small group 
of citizens to save the Wooley House 
from demolition made them realize the 
immediate need for an organized and 
realistic effort. 


In November, HAC, made a last-minute 
attempt to stay the wrecker’s ball from 
demolishing the Garde Hotel in downtown 
Hartford. “It would be a shame to see 

that magnificent site overlooking Bush- 
nell Park turned into a parking lot,” Ed- 
wards said. Another group of individuals 
collected 200 signatures on a petition to 
save the Hotel—all to no avail. 


One of HAC’s current projects is the 
preservation of the Romanesque YMCA 
structure built in the 1890’s and situated 
at the corner of Trinity and Pearl Streets. 
Although the Y’s board of trustees as- 
serts that the cost of renovation would 
be prohibitive, HAC members are re- 
questing a three-month delay in demoli- 
tion to study alternative plans. If HAC’s 
efforts do not meet with success, the site 
of the razed building would be used as 
a surface parking lot. 


In addition, the group is concerned with 
the future of the Lawler House in West 
Hartford and the Hill-Stead in Farming- 
ton. The former is an eighteenth-century 
woodframe farmhouse which will soon 
be for sale. HAC is looking for a private 
buyer interested in restoring the house. 


The Hill-Stead was built in 1901 and de- 
signed by Stanford White. Since 1946, the 
house has been a museum, endowed by 
the former owner’s daughter. The out- 
come of the current court actions on be- 
half of the continued existence of the 
Hill-Stead Museum is uncertain. 
January—February 1974 


Also discussed at HAC’s first meeting 
were plans to seek zoning and legislative 
incentives for preservation efforts and to 
establish a “revolving” fund which would 
allow the organization to purchase, re- 
furbish, lease or sell a threatened historic 
building. 


As of this date, no officers have been ap- 
pointed; however, the next general meet- 
ing is slated for February for that purpose 
and to discuss further action. All inquiries 
should be directed to Jared |. Edwards 

at Frid, Ferguson, Mahaffey & Perry or to 
Tyler Smith in John Dollard’s office. 


athe 1974 Architects-Engineers Public 
Affairs Conference, to be held in Wash- 
ington on March 18 and 19, will feature 
seminars and meetings with members of 
Congress. 


Under the joint sponsorship of the 
American Consulting Engineers Council, 
the American Institute of Architects, and 
the American Society of Civil Engineers, 
the conference will provide architects 
and engineers with the opportunity to 
discuss recent legislation concerning 
their professions directly with their Con- 
gressmen. 


The first day will be devoted to talks on 
such topics as professional ethics, procure- 
ment processes, and energy conservation, 
whereas the second day will be reserved 
for a series of informal visits by individuals 
with their senators and representatives. 


For further information, contact Nancy 
Hallmark of the American Institute of Ar- 
chitects, 1735 New York Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20006. 


B Courses in interior design are being con- 
ducted nationally under the auspices of 


the Public Buildings Service for General 
Services Administration specialists in an 
attempt to upgrade federal office design. 


The week-long sessions deal with the 
problem of creating an appropriate work- 
ing environment for the average working 
American, who spends approximately one- 
third of his life in an office, according to 
PBS Commissioner Larry Roush. The pro- 
gram, which is part of a two-year-old 
effort to develop more economic and 
flexible uses of office space, also stresses 
the important interrelationship among 
the architect, the space planner, and the 
interior designer. 


The courses are being taught by Associat- 
ed Space Design of Atlanta, headed by 
William Pulgram. 


a The Factory Mutual System is offering a 
seminar, entitled “Designing for Firesafety 
and Hazard Control,” for architects, con- 
tractors, and others concerned with prop- 
erty protection philosophy. 


The program will feature demonstrations, 
discussions, and lectures emphasizing loss 
prevention design and how it can be 
achieved using various construction tech- 
niques and materials. There will be dis- 
cussion concerning new legislation enacted 
at the State and Federal levels to imple- 
ment the National Fire Research and Safe- 
ty Act of 1968 and the Federal Fire Pre- 
vention and Control Act of 1973. 


The three seminars in 1974 will be held 
March 19-21, May 14-16, and October 
15-17 at Factory Mutual Engineering and 
Research, 1151 Boston-Providence Turn- 
pike, Norwood, Massachusetts 02062. Ap- 
plications and further information are 
available from P. G. Lasky, Program Co- 
ordinator, Education Department. 
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For your complete insurafice and bond needs, 
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Bob Camilleri 


The Francis M. Jackson Associates 
185 Silas Deane Highway 
Wethersfield, Connecticut 06109 
(203) 563-9381 


fire resistance 


sound control 


M The Plasticrete engineered masonry construction sys- 

MEL Re tem is particularly well suited to multicellar dwellings 

such as apartments, hotels and student housing. The 

walls and floors essential to structural integrity inher- 

masonry ently yield excellent properties of fire resistance, 

sound control and permanence .. . characteristics 

ia which are most desirable for these building types. 

cons ruc ion No other system can offer all these advantages... 
and economy too! 

STRUCTURAL CONCRETE MASONRY WALLS 


and PREFABRICATED FLOOR AND ROOF SLABS 


Low Initial Cost = Structural Integrity = Flexibility of 
Design = Speed of Construction = Improved Sound 
Control = High Fire Resistance = Reduced Mainten- 
ance and Operating Costs Send for FREE detailed literature 


plasticrete corporation | e 


1883 Dixwell Avenue, Hamden, Connecticut 06514 ° Tel: 288-1641 


26 


Connecticut Architect 


GSA study group 


A 19-member panel began studying the 
U.S. General Services Administration’s 
architect-engineer selection process on 
December 10, according to Administra- 
tor Arthur F. Sampson. 


Sampson said the appointment of the 
panel, which is “composed of highly- 
qualified members representing the pro- 
fessions, private government, the academ- 
ic community and the press,” is “a major 
step in carrying out the commitment we 
made October 30” to review selection 
practices. 


Gerald D. Hines, a Houston real estate 
developer, chairs the committee. Nine 
members of the committee were appoint- 
ed by the GSA administrator, including 
the chairman, and ten by the following 
national organizations: The American 
Institute of Architects, the National So- 
ciety of Prefessional Engineers, the Ameri- 
can Society of Civil Engineers, the Con- 
sulting Engineers Council, the National 
Endowment for the Arts and the Ameri- 
can Bar Association. 


Other panelists selected by Sampson in- 
clude Richard Wheeler, partner of Twed- 
del, Wheeler, Strickland and Beumer 
Architects of Cincinnati, representing 
GSA’s national architectural advisory 
panel; R. Randall Vosbeck, with Vosbeck, 
Vosbeck, Kendrick and Redinger of 
Alexandria, Va., from GSA’s regional ar- 


SPECIFY 


Jennite J16- 


BLACKTOP SEALER 
FOR PARKING AREAS AND DRIVEWAYS 


chitectural advisory panel; Walter A. 
Meisen, GSA assistant commissioner for 
construction management, Washington, 
D.C.; Ray Watt, chairman of R.A. Watt 
Enterprises, Santa Monica, Calif., from 
the National General Services Advisory 
Council; William Foxhall, senior editor, 
Architectural Record, New York City; 
Bradford I. Towle, vice president, plans 
and controls, real estate and construction 
division, IBM Corp., White Plains, N.Y.; 
Ernest W. Brackett, acting chairman, board 
of contract appeals, NASA, Washington; 
and R. Adm. John Dillon (Ret), executive 


engineer, Bechtel Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 


Members nominated by organizations 

are J. Neils Thompson, director of Bal- 
cones Research Center and professor of 
civil engineering for the University of 
Texas at Austin; Louis A. Bacon, presi- 
dent and chief executive officer, P & W 
Engineers Inc., Chicago; Elmer K. Timby, 
member of the advisory board of Howard, 
Needle, Tamman and Bergendoff of New 
York City; William A. Carlisle, senior vice 
president and secretary, Lyles, Bissett, 
Carlisle and Wolff Associates of Columbia, 
S.C.; Robert L. Durham, president, Dur- 


ham Anderson Freed Co. of Seattle, Wash.; 


Emanuel Pisetzner, partner, Weiskopf and 
Pickworth of New York City; Richard H. 
Stanley, president of Stanley Consultants, 
Muscatine, lowa; Dr. Charles Burchard, 
dean of the College of Architecture, 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute of Blacks- 
burg, Va.; Bill N. Lacy, former dean of 


architecture at the University of Ten- 
nessee, Knoxville, now director of archi- 
tecture and environmental arts, National 
Endowment for the Arts; and Harold 
Gold, attorney with Lewis, Mitchell & 
Moore, Washington. 


housing bonds 


The Connecticut Housing Finance 
Authority has announced the sale of 

$44 million in tax-exempt revenue bonds 
towards the financing of low and 
moderate income housing in the State. 


CHFA received six bids for the bonds and 
accepted the bid of a syndicated group 
headed by the First National City Bank of 
New York. The First National bid was based 
on a net interest rate of 5.701 percent. 


Guests of the CHFA luncheon announcing 
the sale also heard an address by U.S. Sen- 
ator Lowell R. Weicker (R-Conn), whose 
amendment to the Omnibus Housing Bill 
will assure assistance to housing finance 
authorities by providing federal guaran- 
tees on taxable bonds sold by such agen- 
cies and interest rate subsidies on tax- 
exempt bonds. 


The Connecticut Housing Finance Au- 
thority, although created by the General 
Assembly in 1972, is an independent and 
entirely self-sustaining corporation whose 
goal is to provide maximum assistance in 
meeting the State’s housing needs. 
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A $3% million plant expansion by Trio 
Industries Inc. of Bridgeport is under 
construction on a 21-acre site in Shelton, 
with completion scheduled for Novem- 
ber 1974. 


Trio, a subsidiary of Buildex Inc. (AMEX: 
BLX), is a leading fabricator of architec- 
tural metalwork and windows. 


Shreve, Lambe, and Harmon Associates 
of New York are the architects for the 
110,000 square foot plant, and the E & F 
Construction Company of Bridgeport 
serve as general contractors. 


Construction of the new plant is one of 
the first industrial expansions funded un- 
der a new self-sustaining program of the 
Connecticut Development Commission. 


tern ideas. His career began with an ap- 
prenticeship with Frank Lloyd Wright 
and was highlighted by honors from sev- 
eral governments, including the third 
class Order of the Rising Sun of Japan. 
Examples of his work are found in Japan. 


The Construction Industry Handbook, 
second edition, Cahners Books, Boston, 
467 p.p., $22.50. 


Enlarged to include international organi- 
zations, this updated edition features a 
comprehensive listing of information 

on building and construction for refer- 


ence by architects, contractors, surveyors, 


and engineers. 


Financing Real Estate Development, 
edited by Harry A Goleman, Aloray, 
Englewood, $21.50. 


The book attempts to familiarize the 
architect and others with the strategy 


dustrial engineers and industrial archi- 
tects in planning the most efficient ar- 
rangement of facilities. Muther’s book, 
which can also serve as a textbook in in- 
dustrial engineering courses, describes 
a layout-planning approach and specific 
procedures. 


Valuation for Eminent Domain, compiled 
and edited by Edwin M. Rams, Prentice- 
Hall, 529 p.p., $24.95. 


Rams, real estate appraiser and market 
analyst, discusses ecological and environ- 
mental issues, and related aspects of prop- 
erty rights. 


Construction Specifier, bound annuals of 
1973 issues, Construction Specifications 
Institute, Washington, D.C. $30.00. 


The Construction Specifications Institute 
has bound a limited supply of its month- 
ly publication’s 1973 issues. The twelve 


issues of Construction Specifier, contain- 
ing 14 documents and articles on CSI 
history, are bound in a dark red 

library binding, stamped with gold. 


and terminology of real estate financing. 
Contributors include major figures in the 
fields of development, law, economics, 
and mortgage banking. 


DOCKS 


Antonin Raymond: An Autobiography, 
by Antonin Raymond, Charles E. Tuttle 


Co., Rutland, Vt., 330 p.p., $27.50. Systematic Layout Planning, by Richard 


Muther, Cahners Books, Boston, 300 p.p., 
$18.50. 


This revised and enlarged second edition 
is designed to aid layout planners, in- 


Antonin Raymond left his mark on modern 
architecture by synthesizing traditional 
Japanese forms with revolutionary Wes- 


TRY OUR LOW WINTER QUOTATIONS 
The Connecticut Fencemen 


Providing assistance for: 
Perimeter Protection and Gate Controls 


handsome, efficient 
offices 
by design! 


Parking Assistance and Grounds Protection 


Sure, Office space is at 
a premium today. That's 
why it’s just plain good 
business to call on the 
planned office special- 
ists when you modern 
ize or relocate 

Clark-Watts, Inc. can 
help you get a giant 
step in productivity out 
of every square foot 

If you really have to- 
morrow on your mind, 
call us today! 


Municipal, Recreation and Security Control 


NORTH HAVEN 
The Frankson 
Fence Co. 

451 State St. 

Tel. 288-2588 


WATERBURY WESTPORT 
Perfection Westport 
Fence Co., Inc. Fence Co., Ine. 
1327 Meriden Rd. 1545 East State St 
Tel. 756-8991 Tel. 227-5282 


Il 

L 

clark-watis Inc. 

«TERIOR DESIGN- OFFICE PLANNING 
130 Grove Street 

Hartford, Connecticut 06103 
(203) 524-5933 


Westinghouse Office Systems 
Oxtord Word Processing 
Knoll international 


Connecticut Archite 


Before You Design Any 
Building Today, Get the 
Answer to This Question: 


AF well win 


Where Will the Fuel 
Come From? 
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OSBORNE ASSOCIATES, INC. 


110 Whitney Avenue 
New Haven, Connecticut 06510 


Mechanical & Electrical 
Engineers 


BURTON & VAN HOUTEN 
ENGINEERS, INC. 


Structural, Mechanical, 
Electrical, and Civil 
Engineering 


10 North Main Street 
West Hartford, Conn. 06107 


DUBIN-MINDELL-BLOOME 
ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Consulting Engineers 


MECHANICAL-ELECTRICAL- 
SITE UTILITIES 
ENGINEERING MASTER PLANNING 


312 Park Road 
West Hartford, Conn. 06107 


42 West 39th St. 
New York, N.Y. 10018 


ONDERDONK - LATHROP 
ASSOCIATES, INC. 


Consulting Engineers 


Structural & Civil 
Buildings, Structures, Foundations, 
Site Work 
100 Sycamore Street 


Glastonbury, Conn. 06033 
633-0251 


THE ASSOCIATED SHEET METAL, ROOFING AND INSULATING CONTRACTORS 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 


19 LAUREL AVENUE = WINDSOR. CONNE 


American Sheet Metal Works 

280 Brookside Ave., Waterbury 
C. G. Bostwick Co 

41 Francis Ave., Hartford 
Bristol Sheet Metal Works 

7 Carlton St., Wallingford 
Capitol Ventilating Co 

195 Maxim Road, Hartford 
G. R. Cummings Co. 

198-210 State St., Meriden 
Donsky’s Roofing & Sheet Metal Works 

22 Raymond Road, West Hartford 
Joseph H. Day Company 

16 Honey St., Milford 
H. R. Hillery Co. 

Box 186, Groton 


Industrial Sheet Me 
Limbach Company 


9 Goodman Place 


Liner-Atwill Co. 
729 N. Mountain 


Morin Erection Co. 


271 John Downey 


Lake St., Portland 


FRAIOLI - BLUM - YESSELMAN 
OF NEW ENGLAND 


A Professional Corporation 


STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING 
CONSULTANTS 


999 Asylum Ave., Hartford, Ct. 06105 
Philip Wesler, P.E. Jose M. Goico, P.E. 


STORCH | 
ENGINEERS 


Soils Consultants 
Site Engineers 
Sanitary - Water - Hydraulics 


I6| Main Street 
Wethersfield ‚Conn. O6IO9 


KESSLER EQUIPMENT SALES 


Automotive and Petroleum 
Equipment 
Carbon Monoxide Systems 
Welding Exhaust Systems 
Automotive Lifts 
Lubrication Systems 
Air Compressors 


CALL — Hartford (203) 236-0833 


140 Boston Post Road, Orange 


683 Middle Turnpike, Bristol 
Northeastern Ventilating Co. 


CTICUT TELEPHONE 688-9651 


tal Works R. & S. Contractors, Inc 


410 5. Main St., Waterbury 
Shaw Metal Fabricators 
Box 131, Bronford 
Shelton Roofing Co. 
101 Water St., Derby 
Southern N.E. Roofing Co. 
Box 1772, Hartford 
Systems Testing & Balancing Co. 
32 Harmony Rd., Granby 


‚ Bloomfield 


Rd., Newington 


Dr., New Britain 


Ernest Peterson, Inc. 
1830 Broad St., Hartford 


Portland Roofing Co. 


WALL & DOOR 


OV = SIGNS 
FRPACE FACTORIES, BANKS, 


EVERY TYPE 
CATALOG PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


FOR SCHOOLS, CHURCHES, 
FREE HOSPITALS, OFFICES. 

SETON NAME PLATE CORP. 
New Haven, Conn., 06505 + (203) 772-2520 


BOUNDS & GRIFFES 
ENGINEERS 


STRUCTURAL - CIVIL 
CODE REVIEW -STUDIES- REPORTS 


967 FARMINGTON AVENUE 
WEST HARTFORD, CONN. 06107 
523-4228 


“BRICK CENTER” 
ARCHITECTS’ ROOM 


Just off Routes 91 and 5 
Old Depot Hill Road, 


Warehouse Point. 


527-8851 


Hartford... 


CONNECTICUT ARCHITECT is a product of our skill and pride. It looks good because we care. We 
can put these qualities to work for you the next time you have a business problem that can be 
solved by beautiful printing. 


Printers & Lithographers Since 1905 


é & THE BOND PRESS, INC., 71 ELM STREET, HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06106 TELEPHONE 525-1121 
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Out there, way out there on the Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf, there may be enough natural gas 
to supply East Coast cities with energy well into 
the next century. 

But so far, we haven't even been allowed to 
look for it. 

Instead, this nation must import energy from 
abroad at higher and higher pri 
importing something that may be sitting 


Ces: ‘VV 


there on our own Continental Shelf? 
Part of has been 


the reason environmenta 


Energy from the sea: 
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t least let us look for it. 
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But now, thanks 
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A 
why the search for energy 


nental Shelf must begin 


millions of Americans suffer from an energy 
shortage while beyond our own horizon, natural 


gas just s 


CG CONNECTICUT NATURAL GAS CORPORATION 


Pour out your visions right on the site 


We've been remiss in not emphasizing 
all the uses of ready mixed concrete. 
Architects are intensely creative and 
we should stress to them — to you - 
the creative ease and economy of 
realizing your visions in concrete, cast 
on-site. No need to haul expensive, 
cumbersome pre-cast components 
from factory to site. Think about it. 
Then be creative. And if you'd like to 
talk about taking greater advantage of 
all that ready mixed concrete offers, 


please give us a call. 


Angelo Tomasso, Inc. 
Sherman-Tomasso Concrete 


New Britain, Connecticut 06050 223-3651 


Apartment building assembled with site-cast ready mix concrete 


